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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 August 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

I . Applicant's amendment filed on August 23, 2006 has been entered. Claims 1 -3, 

I I , and 22 have been amended. Claims 15-21 have been cancelled. No claims have 
been added. Claims 1-14 and 22-24 are still pending in this application, with claims 1 , 
1 1 , and 22 being independent. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-14 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brennan et al (US 5,329,578), in view of Rosen (US 6,014.435), in 
view of La Porta et al (US 5,563,939), in view of Clarke et al (US 5,802,157), and further 
in view of Cox et al (US 6,871 ,082). 

3. In regards to claims 1,5,9,10, and 23, Brennan discloses a method for blocking 
a call to a called line selected by a calling party, said calling party having a calling line 
identification number (e.g., CLID), said method comprising: obtaining a calling line 
identification number for said; obtaining a called line identification number for said 
communication; looking for said calling line identification number in a data store (See 
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Fig. 1 b, database 24, and callers list 26) to determine data associated with said calling 
line identification number concerning calls from the calling line to a called line which are 
to be blocked; and terminating the call if the data indicates that the call is to be blocked 
(See col. 2 lines 17-27, col. 3 lines 62-68, col. 1 1 lines 24-46, and col. 13 lines 63-67). 
Brennan, however, does not disclose the calling party in connection with a parental 
control feature offered to subscribers as an outgoing call blocking service, enabling the 
subscriber to request that outgoing communications that relate to special feature codes, 
and that originate from the calling line identification number be blocked, receiving an 
outgoing communication related to a special feature code, obtaining a calling line 
identification number for said outgoing communication, or terminating the outgoing 
communication if the data indicates that the outgoing communication is to be blocked. 
Rosen, however, does disclose the calling party (e.g., child) in connection with a 
parental control feature offered to subscribers (e.g., parents) as an outgoing call 
blocking service, enabling the subscriber to request that outgoing communications that 
relate to special feature codes (1-900 numbers, "#" key, or "*" key), and that originate 
from the calling line identification number be blocked, receiving an outgoing 
communication related to a special feature code, obtaining a calling line identification 
number for said outgoing communication, and terminating the outgoing communication 
if the data indicates that the outgoing communication is to be blocked (See col. 1 lines 
19-29, col. 2 lines 31 -43, and col. 2-3 lines 66-1 5). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate this 
feature within the system, as a way of allowing a parent or employer to block/prevent 
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unauthorized calls to be made to 1-900 numbers, long distance numbers, etc. Brennan, 
also, does not disclose receiving an outgoing communication directed to a called line 
from a calling line, said calling line associated with a subscriber to an outgoing call 
blocking service. La Porta, however, does disclose receiving an outgoing 
communication directed to a called line (See Fig. 1 and telephone set 112) from a 
calling line (See Fig. 1 and telephone set 101), said calling line associated with a 
subscriber to an outgoing call blocking service (See col. 6 lines 26-42). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
employ this feature within the method, as a way of allowing a subscriber/user to be able 
to block outgoing calls to specific destinations/numbers. However, neither Brennan, nor 
La Porta, disclose activating the outgoing call blocking service at a first pre-set time and 
de-activating the outgoing call blocking service at a second pre-set time. Clarke, 
however, does disclose activating (e.g. turning on the call block service according to 
schedule) the outgoing call blocking service at a first pre-set time (e.g., 10 PM) and 
deactivating (e.g., turning off the call block service according to schedule) the outgoing 
call blocking service at a second pre-set time (e.g. 6 AM) (See col. 1-2 lines 66-17 and 
col. 6 lines 1-12). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to employ this feature within the method, as a way of 
allowing a subscriber/user to be able to block outgoing calls during specific times and 
days. However, neither Brennan, nor La Porta, nor Clarke, disclose overriding the 
outgoing call blocking service for at least a second single outgoing communication from 
the calling line by entering an override code. Cox, however, does disclose overriding 
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the outgoing call blocking service for at least a second single outgoing communication 
from the calling line by entering an override code (e.g., access code) (See col. 3 lines 
28-40 and col. 7 lines 46-53). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ this feature within the system, as a 
way of allowing an authorized user to place an outgoing call on a line that may have a 
call blocking service, while preventing an unauthorized user from making incorrect 
access attempts on the line (See Abstract of Cox). 

4. In regards to claims 2 and 24, Rosen discloses the method, wherein the special 
feature code is a star-feature code (See col. 2 lines 31-43 and col. 2-3 lines 67-15). 

5. In regards to claims 3 and 8, Rosen discloses the method, wherein the special 
feature code relates to conference call capabilities (e.g., 1-900 numbers) (See col. 1 
lines 19-29). 

6. In regards to claims 4 and 7, Brennan discloses the method, wherein said data 
concerning calls to be blocked comprises a list of area codes to which calls are to be 
blocked (See 5 lines 15-18). 

7. In regards to claim 6, Brennan discloses the method, wherein said data 
concerning calls to be blocked comprises all calls (See col. 6 lines 47-51). 

8. In regards to claims 1 1 and 22, La Porta discloses the method of activating an 
outgoing call blocking service, comprising: receiving a predetermined access code from 
a calling line at a central office associated with the calling line; prompting a caller to 
provide data concerning calls to be blocked; receiving the provided data; storing said 
data in a data store associated with the call blocking service (See col. 6 lines 19-42); 
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and enabling the subscriber to prohibit special feature calls (e.g., 900 number calls) 
from being placed from the calling line (See col. 6 lines 29-45). Rosen discloses 
activating an outgoing call blocking service provided as a parental control feature, 
storing said data in a data store associated with the outgoing call blocking service, and 
enabling the subscriber to prohibit calls that relate to special feature codes from being 
placed from the calling line, wherein at least one of the special features is a star feature 
code that relates to conference calling capabilities (e.g., 1-900 numbers) (See col. 1 
lines 1 9-29). Clarke discloses activating the outgoing call blocking service at one of a 
pre-set time and a pre-set day (See col. 1 -2 lines 66-1 7 and col. 6 lines 1 -1 2). Brennan 
discloses enabling the subscriber to prohibit outgoing long-distance call from being 
placed from the calling line (See col. 5 lines 15-18). Brennan discloses enabling the 
subscriber to prohibit outgoing calls to at least one specified area code (See col. 5 lines 
1 5-1 8). Clarke discloses enabling the subscriber to prohibit outgoing calls to at least 
one specified telephone number (See col. 5 lines 46-48). Clarke discloses enabling the 
subscriber to allow outgoing calls only to at least one specified local telephone number 
(See col. 5 lines 43-46). Clarke discloses enabling the subscriber to allow outgoing 
calls only to at least one specified telephone number (e.g., 91 1) (See col. 5 lines 48-51). 
9. In regards to claims 12, 13, and 14, Cox discloses the method, further 
comprising: prompting the caller for an authorization code (e.g., access code); and 
comparing the received authorization code with a stored authorization code for the 
calling line identification number (See col. 3 lines 28-40). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 0. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 4 and 22-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kugell (US 6,804,335) teaches a method for providing 
telephonic services. Mishra (US Patent Application, Pub. No.: US 2005/0232249 A1) 
teaches a web-enabled call management method and apparatus. 

1 2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

1 3. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thjuan P. Knowlin whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7486. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00pm. 

1 5. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan can be reached on (571) 272-7493. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

16. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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